Community Psychology in Britain can appear to be relatively underdeveloped in comparison to that in other regions. Some reasons for this have been examined elsewhere in an article subtitled "Why this gap in Britain?" (Burton & Kagan, 2003) , but in this chapter our focus is more on the description of what community psychology there is in the country, and how it developed. Despite the absence of a highly organised and numerically strong discipline, there are some distinct centres and approaches that mean that it is meaningful to talk, if not about a British community psychology, at least of a family of approaches developed in the societal, academic, professional and lay contexts here. Indeed that relative lack of an organised presence (especially a professional organisation, and training courses) does not mean that community psychological work is not going on here. A theme that has emerged repeatedly in the research we have carried out for this chapter has 1 We are grateful to the following who took part in interviews or submitted their thoughts on the history of community psychology in Britain. Information was obtained by interview and through two email questionnaires. A number of facts were checked with key actors. 2 The first draft of the chapter was written by MB, SB and CH carried out interviews and data gathering from a number of informants, CK revised the draft and provided additional archive material. Bibliographic work was by contributed by MB and CK.
2 been that a lot of work that would elsewhere be branded as community psychology is not called that here and it is not seen primarily in these terms at all.
Waves of Community Psychology

Pre-community Psychology pre 1970
There have been a number of precursors to community psychology in Britain, and it is beyond the scope of this chapter to identify and delineate them all. Psychology in the UK before the Second World War was often characterised as interdisciplinary, and sought to develop innovative methodological approaches to understanding social issues. For example, the psychology group at St Andrew's University in Scotland, in the 1930's, had adopted an interdisciplinary, participative and ethnographic approach to researching unemployment, drawing on economic, sociological and anthropological perspectives (Oeser, 1937) . Their work was one of the precursors to the Mass Observation movement, which sought to involve lay people in producing rich descriptions of ordinary life in a northern mill town (Roiser, 1998) .
Marie Jahoda, who became professor of social psychology at the then new University of Sussex in the 1960s, was one of a group of social scientists who had previously worked as engaged and committed community activists in Austria prior to the nightmare of fascism, and utilised a similar, interdisciplinary approach to deep fieldwork when working with mining communities in Wales (Bellin, 2002; Fryer, 1986 Fryer, , 1997 Fryer, , 1999b Later on, in the intellectual disability field the work of the 'psychologists' group' which included Jack Tizard, Herbert Gunzburg, Elizabeth and John Newson, Norman O'Connor, Beate Hermelin, Alan and Ann Clarke and Peter
Mittler, for example (along with psychiatrist Albert Kushlick) can be characterised as a broadly social and contextualist approach that challenged 'therapeutic pessimism', and paved the way for the more radical approaches that combined service development, policy development and social change by Other psychologists worked with families and other allies to support the rights and citizenship of vulnerable children, within the child guidance services that were established before the 1939-45 war (Aiyegbayo, 2005) .
However, none of these diverse and informal roots led into a coherent and self defined "community psychology", and it was not until the term began to be used in North America that it began to appear in Britain. One reason for the limited development of community orientated applied psychology was the very individualistic approach of British academic psychology. The University of Cambridge, for example, had a dominating influence and despite the work of the socially inclined Frederick Bartlett in the 1930s (Bartlett, 1932; Bartlett, Ginsberg, Lindgren, & Thouless, 1939) , by the post war period it promoted a very narrow idea of the discipline, albeit with a strong applied focus adopted by psychologists who went on to work elsewhere (such as Argyle and Broadbent). This was, perhaps consistent with the general orientation of this university which until the late 1960s had no department of sociology.
Moreover, the control of university curricula by the British Psychological Society constrained the possibility of the exploration of alternative approaches to psychology. In most places, applied psychology was largely orientated to psychometric testing.
to 1980
The 1970s in Britain as elsewhere opened with the questioning of the dominant approaches to psychology. While in mainstream academia this was often no more than the replacement of one positivist paradigm, behaviourism, by another, the cognitivist/information processing one, there were also more fundamental critiques especially in social psychology (Armistead, 1974; Harré & Secord, 1972; Israel & Tajfel, 1972) . Whereas in Latin America this was to lead directly to a community practice (Burton, 2004b; press), in Britain it led instead into a distinctly European genre of experimental social psychology (Graumann, 1995) , as well as increasingly academic and theoretical work in critical psychology (Parker, 1999) . There was an emphasis on social constructionism, the role of language and post-structuralist critiques 5 of the discipline, as reflected through the short-lived journal Ideology and Consciousness and subsequent writings, (Adlam et al., 1977; Henriques, Hollway, Urwin, Venn, & Walkerdine, 1984) . Few of these developments had any apparent impact on either practice or the orientation to the community (Burton, 2004a; Burton & Kagan, 2003) . Paradoxically, just as the academics were abandoning behavioural approaches, their applied colleagues were getting excited by them since they offered a technology of therapeutic change that would also help psychologists break out of the psychometric straightjacket.
However, by the 1970s the term 'community psychology' was appearing with some regularity in the Bulletin of the British Psychological Society, and some psychologists, for example Mike Bender (in Newham, London since 1968) and Brian Tully were exploring a recognisable community psychology (Bender, 1972 (Bender, , 1976 (Bender, , 1979 Tully, Doyle, Cahill, Bayles, & Graham, 1978 Bender's book (1976) was to become the first introduction to the ideas of community psychology for a subsequent generation. The series in which his book appeared also contained other challenges to the mainstream (Heather, 1976; Lee, 1976; Shotter, 1975; Stacey, 1976) . Another influential book series was the radical education initiative of Penguin which brought Freire and his work to an English speaking readership (Freire, 1972a (Freire, , 1972b (Brown, 1981; Reid & Ostapiuk, 1981) .
Thirty years later, this work can now seem dated: much seems to have been concerned with rolling out the new behavioural technology to nonpsychologists, and the location of much of the work was in the first generation of compromised community based service settings such as hostels and day centres for intellectually disabled people or those with mental health problems. But that would also apply to the early ventures in other countries too.
However, when compared with developments elsewhere, these developments were small in scale. As we have demonstrated (Burton & Kagan, 2003) all this work was dependent on the availability of niches that could be occupied by psychologists, and on the preparation of psychologists to work in this more socially orientated way. 
to 1990
The domination of the institutions of the British national and local state continued to exert an influence. In the universities, the turn to social constructionism continued while work was done in broadening the paradigms for both thinking about and researching in psychology, through what became known as new paradigm, anti-positivist research (Reason & Rowan, 1981) .
Nevertheless it was not until 1994 that the first compendium of qualitative methods in psychology in the UK was produced (Banister, Burman, Parker, Taylor, & Tindall, 1994 (Thatcher, 1987) .
These developments made the 'really social psychology' of community psychology a difficult case to argue, at least in terms of the ideal of radical transformative practice. For those influenced by Marxism and feminism and by what had been the growing attempts to apply these approaches to practice (e.g. through the new journal Critical Social Policy, founded in 1981, or texts such as Corrigan & Leonard, 1978) this could be a disorientating period.
Nevertheless, the Thatcher years (the regime was to last for four parliamentary terms up until 1997) did offer some opportunities for community psychological practice, but throughout the 1980s there was little talk of community psychology as such. Opportunities for community psychological work were provided by the policy initiatives of Care in the Community. These led to the resettlement of people from long stay institutions, and the development of new more flexible support systems in, if not usually of, the community. There was a new North American influence, that of normalisation or social role valorisation (Wolfensberger, 1992) Clincial psychologists took a leading role in some of these. The work of Chris Gathercole in the North West of England is particularly notable, exemplifying the ethos of community psychology -interdisciplinary, transformative, preventative, value based, emphasising evaluation, making alliances with family carers and disabled people, -yet never referred to as community psychology. The remnants of a decimated community development sector provided a home for other radical psychologists (Gilchrist, 2004) , and others were active in the disability movement, promulgating the social model of disability as a challenge to medical, deficit models (Finkelstein, 1982; Finkelstein & French, 1998) . People from the previously mentioned 'psychologists group' and those who they had trained or influenced were influential in the evaluation of some of these schemes, in some cases carrying out what we would term prefigurative action research (Kagan & Burton, 2000) that both evaluated the new attempts at promoting social inclusion while deepening an understanding of what the concept meant and sketching its limits in the context of a constraining social context with its competitive and individualising ideology-in-practice. The Manchester group, referred to below also sees this work as one of its roots -see for example the attempt to reframe social skills in a community psychological way (Burton & Kagan, 1995) .
In Exeter, which was one of the early implementers of the policy of community care and institutional closure, the clinical psychology training course, headed by Jim Orford took the opportunity to rebrand itself as the Exeter Community and Clinical Psychology training course in 1983, although Orford had been teaching about Community Psychology since the late 1970s (Orford, 1979) . This however, was rather exceptional. While Exeter provided a nucleus for a self aware variant of (clinical) community psychology, in the main the term had little currency in the 1980s.
A rather different development affected the developments from Educational psychology. In 1981 a new Education Act was passed that established a new approach to the specification of children's special educational needs. While before, children were assigned to special education on the basis of a broadly medical definition of their disabling condition, the new act required a statement of special education needs, based on a multidisciplinary assessment. This was an attempt to individualise provision, and while it did enable many children's difficulties to be recognised and addressed in mainstream educational provision, it did little to change the segregation of children with more substantial disabling conditions. However, it was the Educational Psychologists who were in charge of the 'statementing' process. As a result, at least in England and Wales (the situation in Scotland has always been rather different) the role of Educational Psychologists became much more tied to the bureaucratic operation of the system, and the scope for intervention in systems and in community contexts was significantly reduced. Prior to this Educational Psychologists had developed pockets of radical, value based and child centred practice which challenged the status quo.
In the late 1980s Sue Holland, a feminist psychotherapist with roots in community action was working with a group of women on the White City estate in London. She developed an approach that began with individual psychotherapy, progressing to involvement in groups and then to collective social action. In this mental health was reframed, instead of being seen as private individual distress in mainly biomedical terms, it came to be seen more in a societal context. Holland specifically saw this work as moving from 'psychic space' through 'social space' and thence into 'political space' (Holland, 1988) . Her work which is frequently cited as influential by clinically oriented Community Psychologists in Britain drew on both psychoanalytic theory and on the idea of conscientisation from Freire (Freire, 1972b) : indeed 14 another influence from Latin America was present in the 1980s as a result of the personal involvement of some psychologists in the solidarity movement with Nicaragua where a more social model of mental health was being articulated (Hollander, 1997; Sveaass, 2000) (Steve Melluish correspondence with the authors). Significantly the publication of Holland cited above appeared in a collection (Ramon & Giannichedda, 1988 ) that also included work from the Psiciatrica Democratica in Italy -another influence on some community orientated psychologists.
onwards
It was in the 1990s that interest in an explicitly community psychology re-emerged or consolidated itself in several locations. In describing what happened in these places, we can also identify the main currents of British community psychology and some of their interconnections. Northumberland (Milne, 1999) The origins of Community Psychology in Exeter were mentioned above. Orford's work (e.g. Feldman & Orford, 1980; Orford, 1976 Orford, , 1979 Orford, , 1992 Orford, , 1998 Hagan & Smail, 1997; Smail, 2001 ) has explored the power and the limitations of psychotherapy, in its most recent form setting out an account of psychological/emotional distress which places the embodied subject in a social environment in a real, material world (Smail, 2005) . His other influence has been through the encouragement (and permission) for others to explore community psychological approaches. A good example is Melluish's work with community development worker Don Bulmer that drew on and extended Holland's approach, this time with unemployed men (Melluish & Bulmer, 1999) . Another example would be the community psychological project, Building Bridges in Liverpool (Fatimilehin & Coleman, 1998; Fatimilehin & Coleman 1999) for the last three years they have been annual events. Jan Bostock was an influential member of this group prior to her move to Northumberland, publishing her practical and theoretical work with communities (Bostock & Beck, 1993; Bostock & Smail, 1999; Sharpe & Bostock, 2002) and holding an editorial position with JCASP.
In Manchester, around the Manchester Metropolitan University, there is another grouping of community psychologists and associated people, but unlike the previous groupings its roots are not in clinical psychology (although there is some mutual influence). Work began in the 1980s with both community projects and theoretical analysis (the 'Trafford School'). The roots are more in social and environmental psychology and there is a strong influence from disciplines outside psychology itself (ecology, political theory, liberation studies, systems methodologies) (e.g. Kagan, 2002) . Emphases include disability (Burton & Kagan, 1995; Duckett & Pratt, 2001; Goodley & Lawthom, 2005; Moore, Beazley, & Maelzer, 1998) , marginalisation , health and wellbeing (Haworth, 1997; Sixsmith & Boneham, 2002) and crime in the community (Kagan, Caton, & Amin, 2001b) . The journal, Community Work and Family is edited from Manchester by Carolyn Kagan and Sue Lewis. The Community Psychology UK website, unofficial, but used as a gateway to community psychology in the UK (www.compsy.org.uk) is also based in Manchester, as is the national website drawing together learning and teaching strategies and materials in community psychology in higher education (http://highereducation.compsy.org.uk/). The strong community psychology group at MMU links closely with the Discourse Unit, a centre for critical and feminist psychology (Burman, 1990 (Burman, , 1998 Parker, 1999 Parker, , 2005 Parker & Spears, 1996) . It is from this base that the Annual Review of Critical Psychology is published, and that networking and campaigning organisations, including the hearing Voices Network, Psychology, Politics and Resistance, and the Paranoia Network have been supported (Burton, 2004a; Parker, 1994) . Albee and Marie Jahoda. Writings from the Stirling group (e.g. Fryer, 1986; Fryer, 1994 Fryer, , 1999b Fryer & Fagan, 2003) have influenced practitioners elsewhere in the UK. However, the tensions created by the British Psychological Society's hold over curriculum issues puts strain on small university based groups of community psychologists like the Stirling group (Fryer, 2000) . Economics by a group with roots elsewhere (social and health psychology in the UK, South Africa and Latin America). The course explicitly makes use of a community psychology orientation (Campbell, 2003; Campbell, Cornish, & McLean, 2004; Campbell & Murray, 2004 ) and builds, not only on the longstanding interest in the department on a more macro social psychology, one that studies social phenomena and cultural forces that both shape, and in 20 turn are shaped by, people's outlooks and actions (Gaskell & Himmelweit, 1990 ), but also on the more contemporary community health psychology that is emerging (Campbell & Murray, 2004) 
Recent and current context
In 1997 the period of Tory rule came to an end with the election of the 'New Labour' government of Tony Blair. Labour has not proved to be any less committed to policies that favour the market over the state and civil society than were the Tories (Watkins, 2004 ), but they have had an explicit agenda about reducing what they call social exclusion (what we used to call poverty), and about promoting partnerships between the agencies of the local and national state, voluntary organisations, and the private sector. This has opened up some spaces for community psychologists. For example the Health Action Zones of the first labour term created opportunities for community psychological work on the prevention of poor health (e.g. Janet Bostock's work in Northumberland) (Sharpe & Bostock, 2002) , capacity building for programme evaluation (Boyd et al., 2001) , and self harm (Chantler, Burman, & Batsleer, 2003) 'theory in social psychology has been oriented more towards collective behaviour, and social psychology itself more securely addressed to societal rather than interpersonal problems' (p.1) (Mansell, Orford, Reicher, & Stephenson, 1991) . Jim Orford, as one of the founding editors of the journal, 22 thus continued to strongly influence the presence of community psychology in the UK.
Conclusions
Despite the developments described above, and an increasing degree of co-ordinating of effort, British community psychology remains a minority pursuit. In part, this seems to have something to do with the institutional Ø Promotes and sustains multi-agency partnerships and networking;
Ø Rigorously examines narratives for psychological development, learning and well-being and is well-placed to understand and inform the agendas that constitute children's, young people's and family services.
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